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DETAILED ACTION 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1. A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set forth in 
37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this application is eligible 
for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) has 
been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 20 March 2008 has been entered. 

Specification 

2. The specification is objected to as failing to provide proper antecedent basis for the 
claimed subject matter. See 37 CFR 1.75(d)(1) and MPEP § 608.01 (o). Correction of the 
following is required: the claimed terms "head portion", "foot portion", "fully fitted position", "axial 
spacing", "nominal transverse extent", "axial extent", "transverse extent", "first seating extent", 
"axial thickness", and "shoulder" find no basis in the specification. 

Claim Objections 

3. Claim 8 is objected to because of the following informalities: at the end of line 15, the 
word "at" should be removed. Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections— 35 USC §112 

4. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 
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5. Claims 8-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to comply with 
the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which was not 
described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to one skilled in the 
relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, had possession of the 
claimed invention. 

6. Claim 8 recites in lines 12-14 that "the foot portion of the holding pin [has] a nominal 
transverse extent ... at least as large as the largest transverse extent of the aperture of the 
second structure"; and in lines 15-16 that "the foot portion of the holding pin [has], in the fully 
fitted position of the holding pin, at [sic] a smaller transverse extent than its nominal transverse 
extent". These limitations are unsupported by the specification, which states that shanks 8, 9 
(considered to correspond to the claimed "foot portion") must be forced apart from one another if 
they are to engage attachment hole 6 (page 11, lines 12-23). This would indicate that the 
'nominal transverse extent' of the shanks can be no larger than the extent of hole 6, and that the 
transverse extent of the shanks in the fully fitted position would be as large as the nominal 
transverse extent. Further, Fig. 4 shows the holding pin engaging the holes, in what would 
appear to be the fully fitted position, with the shanks inserted into the hole at what appears to be 
their nominal transverse extent (no apparent deflection when compared to Fig. 3, for example), 
which is no larger than the extent of the hole. 

7. Claim 13 recites that "the foot portion of the holding pin has a constant transverse 
extent." This is unsupported by the specification, which states that shanks 8, 9 have "enormous 
diameter elasticity". For the purposes of this examination, the claim is considered as reciting a 
constant nominal transverse extent. 



8. 



The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 



Application/Control Number: 10/810,029 Page 4 

Art Unit: 3637 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

9. Claims 8-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 
the invention. 

10. Claims 8 and 16 recite the limitations "the first structure" and "the second structure" in 
lines 5-6 of each claim. There is insufficient antecedent basis for these limitations in the claims. 
It is unclear whether the claims are directed towards a subcombination {i.e., an attachment 
device) or a combination (i.e., an appliance containing an attachment device). The preamble to 
each claim appears to indicate that the claims are directed towards the subcombination, for 
which the first and second structure of a household appliance are merely an intended use, but 
each claim contains specific recitations of portions of the appliance, making the scope of the 
claims unclear. 



Claim Rejections— 35 USC § 102 

1 1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

12. Claims 8, 10-14 and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Poe, US patent 4,114,509. Poe discloses an attachment apparatus having a holding pin (1) 
with a head portion (4) and a foot portion (6), disposable into a fully fitted position (Fig. 2) 
extending through an aperture (24) in a first structure (22) and an aperture (25) in a second 
structure (23); the foot portion having a nominal transverse extent as large as the extent of the 
second structure aperture, and exerting a radially outward force against the aperture of the 
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second structure to resist being dislodged; the head portion having a transverse extent larger 
than the extent of the first structure aperture; the holding pin further including a first seating 
extent (5) between the head portion and the foot portion, and a shoulder (8) spaced from the 
head portion. Though Poe does not expressly teach that the pin maintains the first and second 
structures at an axial spacing from one another, the pin would inherently be capable of holding 
the structures spaced apart (as Fig. 2). 

Regarding claims 10-14, Poe further discloses a slot (7) formed in the holding pin; a 
head-type attachment (4, 5) adjoining the slot; an axial bore (3) for receiving an attachment 
element (2); and a foot portion with a constant nominal transverse extent which undergoes 
outward radial spreading to be secured to the second structure. 

Claim Rejections— 35 USC § 103 

13. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can be found 
in a prior Office action. 

14. Claim 9 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Poe as applied to 
claim 8 above, and further in view of Funaki, US patent 4,423,608, and Hoyle et al., US patent 
5,129,768. Poe teaches an attachment apparatus substantially as claimed, including a holding 
pin securing a first structure to a second structure; but does not teach a second structure being 
a body with a cabinet shape, or a first structure being a work surface panel with a rear surround. 
Funaki teaches a household appliance (10) having a body (12) with a cabinet shape, and a work 
surface panel (78) attached thereto, the work surface panel having a rear surround (86) inte- 
grally formed thereon, with corresponding holes (see Fig. 2) in the body and work surface panel 
for fasteners to hold the rear surround at a defined height relative to the body. It would have 
been obvious, to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made, to use the 
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holding pin of Poe to fasten a work surface panel to a body, as taught by Funaki, for the 
purpose of securely joining the components of an appliance. 

Poe and Funaki do not teach an aperture in the first structure which is an elongated 
hole. Hoyle et al. teach an attachment apparatus including a holding pin (10) with a head 
portion (12) and a foot portion (21), securing first and second structures (52, 34) together, the 
first structure having an elongated hole (32) therein to allow the holding pin to shift to compen- 
sate for misalignment of the panels (col. 1, lines 12-16). It would have been obvious, to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made, to modify the attachment apparatus 
of Poe, already modified by Funaki, by providing the first structure with an elongated hole, as 
taught by Hoyle et al., for the purpose of enabling the holding pin to move laterally to accom- 
modate variations in the positions of the body and work surface panel. 

15. Claim 15 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Poe as applied 
to claim 11 above, and further in view of Wollar et al., US patent 4,610,587. Poe discloses an 
attachment apparatus substantially as claimed, but not a head-type attachment with a pair of 
ear-shaped lateral projections, with the slot reaching the projections. Wollar et al. teach a 
holding pin with a head-type attachment (26), and foot portion (24) with a slot (30) therethrough; 
further teaching that the head-type attachment includes two ear-shaped lateral projections (60) 
with an internal separation as large as the diameter of an attachment element (22), the slot of 
the holding pin extending as far as the lateral projections (Fig. 18). It would have been obvious, 
to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made, to modify the attachment 
apparatus of Poe by providing the head-type attachment with a pair of ear-shaped lateral projec- 
tions with the slot extending as far as the projections, as taught by Wollar et al., for the purpose 
of providing bearing surfaces to engage the attachment element. 
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Response to Arguments 

16. Applicant's arguments with respect to claim 8 have been considered but are moot in 
view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to Mart K. Kuhn whose telephone number is (571)272-8926. The examiner 
can normally be reached on M-F, 8:30am-5pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's super- 
visor, Lanna Mai can be reached on (571) 272-6867. The fax phone number for the organi- 
zation where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private 
PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you 
would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the 
automated information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Janet M. Wilkens/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3637 

/MKK/ 

Examiner, Art Unit 3637 
13 June 2008 



